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CURRENT TOPICS. 


In tHE Vacation Court on Wednesday last Mr. Justice 
Swuvren Eapy had a substantial list before him. Thirty-five 
decrees nisi in divorce were made absolute, and, in addition to 
nine winding-up petitions, there were thirty-six opposed motions 
dealt with by his lordship. The learned judge-is not in favour 
of indefinite adjournments. As he pointed out, causes in the 
vacation list are presumed to be of an urgent character. In the 
majority of cases where an adjournment was granted it was 
limited to a week, with an intimation that the court would then 


expect the matter to be disposed of. 





WE comMMENCE printing this week the statutes of the past 
session. For some years legislative activity has been on the 
decline ; and although the autumn may see further measures 
added to the statute book, the present Parliamentary output is 
small in bulk and uninteresting in quality. The Finance Act 
2 Ed. 7, c. 7) contains in section 9 a useful amendment of the 
tamp Act, 1891, and. precludes the charging of ad valorem 
duties on conveyances or transfers of property made for 
affectuating the retirement of a trustee where no new trustee is 
appointed. The Oremation Act (c. 8) enables burial 
authorities to establish crematoria, and empowers the Home 
Secretary to make regulations as to maintenance and ——_ 
and for the purpose of prescribing in what cases under 
what conditions the burning of human remains may take 
place. All local Acts are repealed from the date of such 
regulations coming into force. The commencement of the 
Act is fixed for the 1st of April, 1903. The British Museum 
Act (c. 12) confers power on the Museum trustees, with the 
consent of the Treasury, to remove to the new building to be 
erected at Hendon newspapers and other printed matter which 
appear to be rarely required for public use. The Labour 
Bureaux (London) Act (c. 13) empowers metropolitan borough _ 
councils to establish and maintain labour bureaux, and to pay 
the expenses out of the rates. The Musical (Summary Pro- 
ceedings) Copyright Act (c. 15) is aimed at a grievance which 
has recently become notorious, and empowers a court of summary 
jurisdiction to seize pirated copies of music. This Act comes 
into force on the Ist of October next. The two most important 
Acts of the session are the Midwives Act (c. 17) which, save as 
otherwise provided, commences on the Ist of April, 1903, and 
which establishes a Central Midwives Board with power to issue 
certificates to midwives, and the Licensing Act (c. 28), which in 
Parts 1, 2, and 3 respectively amends the law as to drunkenness, 
and the licensing law, and provides for the registration of 
clubs which occupy premises habitually used for the purposes of 
a club, in which any intoxicating liquor is supplied to members 
or their guests. The Act, save as otherwise provided, comes 
into operation on the Ist of January, 1903. 





Tue LErrer from Mr. J. Brocxetrr Sorrert, jun., which we 
printed last week (anée, p. 715), raises an in i uestion 
as to the ciroumstances under which the court will the 
requirements of R. 8. C., ord. 67, r. 2, with regard to service of 
fan In the case to which he er sa A a 
Publishing Co. v. Brangwin—it appears to have been y the 
master, whose decision was rmed by Bucky, J., that 
documents are sufficiently served if sent by post. Such a 
decision, if not based on special circumstances, would 





amount to a repealing of the rule. Under rule 3 of the 
same order notices sent from any office of the Supreme Court 
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may be sent by t, and this rule is obviously intended 
to sanction a meth 
namely, leaving the document at the address for service. A 
correspondent, who states that he was present when the case 
came on, says that the person on whom the documents 
were served was present before the master and admitted 
that he had received them, and it may be inferred that this was 
the ground upon which the objection to the mode of service was 
dismissed. Practically this means that any party who has to 
serve a document may do so through the post, provided he takes 
the risk of its actually reaching the person for whom it is 
intended. The object of the service is thus secured, and the 
person served has no substantial cause of objection. Doubtless 
the result involves a somewhat free reading of the rule ; but it 
is in accordance with the present tendency to make light of 
technicalities. and it is important to remember that technical 
objections to service—except where the liberty of the subject 
is at stake, as in motions to commit—cannot be safely taken. 





A soMEWwHAT curious state of affairs in the Patent Office 
is revealed in a case before the Solicitor-General recently 
reported in the Patent Office Reports (19 R. P. C. 403). It 
appears that the right given by the Patents, &c., Act to oppose an 
application for a patent is sometimes resorted to by collusion 
with the applicant for the patent, for the purpose of hanging up 
the ings 80 as to ensure a longer interval before the patent 
is sealed, which gives the applicant an advantage in regard to his 
proceedings for obtaining patents in foreign countries. These 
bogus oppositions, of course, entail a great deal of unnecessary 
waste of time and expense in the Patent Office. The Solicitor- 
General in the case under notice stated, and properly stated, that 
he considered these oppositions a gross abuse of the proceedings 
in the Patent Office. It is unnecessary to recapitulate here the 
facts of this case ; they will be found in the report of it; but 
upon those facts the Solicitor-General came to the conclusion 
that the entire matter was a sham, and stated that he would not 
allow himself to be a party to any proceedings of the kind. 
He then proceeded to give a strong warning to patent 
agente. He said: “I desire to say also that, in my 
opinion, it is improper for patent agents to lend them- 
selves to the entry of coll ape ar Although the 
object with which they do it may be one entirely in the interests 
of their clients, and may be, in some ts, an object with 
which one may sympathize, still, that is not the purpose for 
which oppositions are to be entered ; and, in the future, if I come 
to the jon in any case that there is reasonable ground for 
supposing that any chartered agent, or any agent who practices 
before the comptroller, has lent himself to the entering of an 

ition which is not a genuine opposition, or is one made in 

ion with the applicant for the patent, I shall certainly 
report the matter to the Board of e and let the Board of 
Trade take such steps, if any, as they may think proper under 
the crcumstances.” The Solicitor-General also said that in 
future when he was asked under section 12, sub-section 3 (@) of 
the Act, to extend the time for sealing a patent on the ground of 
an Opposition, if there was the least suspicion that the opposition 
pn a gr = he should not make an order 

j time wit satisfactory evidence that the 
coodings were not collusive. We should imagine that 
statements by the Solicitor-General will knock the system of 
bogus oppositions on the head. 





Taz casz of Davis v. Town Propertics Investment Corporation 
(reported elsewhere) is an interesting example of the effect of 
the restriction which is usually im into an express 
covenant for quict exjoyment. The covenant which, in the 
abeexce of an express covenant, is implied from the word 
“ demise” is unrestricted as regards the persons against whose 
acts it paotects the lessee. It does not, indeed, extend to 
tortious acts. Yor these the lessee }.s an independent remed 
against the wrongdcer. But, provided the interruption is lawf 
it is ut necemeary that it should be due to the acts of the lessor 

a i Consequently it protects the 


of service different from that under rule 2— | en 


. | alive, she bad to take other steps to kill it. 





during the estate of the lessor, and when that estate comes to an 

d the implied covenant comes to an end as well: Baynes y, 
Lloyd (44 W. BR. 328; 1895,2Q.B.610). An express covenant, 
however, is restricted to the acts of the lessor and persons 
lawfully claiming under him, and in Harrison, Ainslie, 5 Co. v. 
Muncaster (40 W. R. 102; 1891, 2 Q. B. 680), Lord Esuun, 
M.R., pointed out that thismeans “claiming under him the 
right to do the acts which caused the interruption.” It follows 
that if the person whose acts are complained of does them, not 
as claiming under the lessor, but by virtue of an independent 
title, the acts are not within the covenant, and the lessee has no 
remedy. In Davis v. Town Properties Investment Corporation a 
lease had been granted by Lzx to the plaintiff with the usual 
qualified covenant for quiet enjoyment. Lzz sold the house, 
subject to the lease, to the defendants, who subsequently 
purchased from a stranger the adjoining house, and by pulling 
it down and erecting a loftier building they caused the plaintiff's 
chimney to smoke and materially interfered with his enjoyment 
of one of his rooms. How far this was an interruption which 


would be a breach of the covenant for quiet enjoyment might 
be a matter of discussion, but in any case the defendants had 
erected the adjacent new building, not as claiming under the 
original lessor to the plaintiff, but in exercise of their rights 
under the independent title which they had acquired. Hence, 
as Braye, J., held, the plaintiff had no remedy on the covenant. 





AN INTERESTING communication appeared in the Zimes of the 
16th inst. with respect to the working of the New Zealand 
Arbitration and Conciliation Act. This gves beyond the 
English Act of 1896, in that it provides for an Arbitration 
Court whose awards shall be binding alike on masters and 
workmen. The English Act enables boards of conciliation to be 
registered, and empowers the Board of Trade to assist in estab- 
lishing them. It empowers the Board of Trade to intervene 
in trade disputes to the extent of using its friendly offices to 
bring the parties together, and on the application of either 
party it may appoint a person to act as conciliator, or, on the 
application of both, it may appojnt an arbitrator. In New 
Zealand it is easier to try social experiments than here, and 
under the Colonial Act disputes may be taken before a 
conciliation board or direct to the Arbitration Court. The 
Times correspondent points out that hitherto the law has 
worked with comparative smoothness, largely on account 
of the prosperous times which the country has experi- 
enced. The course of events has been in favour of the 
workmen, and the employers have, it is said, most loyally 
carried out the awards of the courts even when they 
have been against themselves. But recently matters 
have worn a less pleasant aspect and “the murmurings 
of discontent” which were heard when an award was 
given some months ago by the Arbitration Court against the 
Thames gold miners has now developed, according to the Times 
correspondent, ‘‘into a roar of violent denusciation.” The 
court is composed of three persons—Mr. Tuzo. Coorze 
(described as one of the most able and conscientious of the 
Supreme Court judges) and representatives of the employers 
and of the labour uvions—and apparently its decisions should 
command respect ; but if the awards are in the future to turn in 
the direction of lower wages and longer hours, the system will 
be put to a severe trial. The English Act, which aims merely 
at conciliation, and does not pretend to force arbitration on 
either party, is safe, if somewhat ineffectual. The further 
development of the New Zealand system will be watched with 
interest. 





Some virricuuty seems to attend a recent @ecision upon an 
application by an officer of the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals to Mr. Prowvey, the metropolitan police 
magistrate. ‘The application was for a summons against & 
woman for cruelly ill-treating or torturing a cat. It was stated 
that she had put the cat into a pail of water and had kept it 
there for twenty-four hours, after which, finding that it was still 
fter the cat had 


been in the water for six or seven hours her attention was 
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drawn to the fact that it was still alive, when she replied, ‘‘ Oh, 
it will be dead in the morning.” The magistrate is reported to 
have said that the question was one of intention. . The woman’s 
object, evidently, was not to torture the cat, but to kill it. 
He should not, therefore, grant process unless the 
officer could satisfy him that her object was unnecessarily 
to torture the animal. The mere fact of wishing to kill 
it and not adopting the most judicious method was not 
sufficient cruelty. We cannot follow this reasoning. The 
question was no doubt one of intention, but assuming that 
the allegations of the informer were correct, facts existed from 
which an intention to illtreat the animal must be presumed. 
Res ipsa loquitur. The intention is not capable of positive 
proof, it can only be implied from facts and circumstances. 
The magistrate seems to have assumed that to kill an animal 
with unnecessary cruelty is not an offence within the Cruelty to 
Animals Act, 1849, but there is, to say the least, no authority 
for such an interpretation of the Act. 














THE BANKRUPTCY (ADMINISTRATION ORDER) 
RULES, 1902. 


Tue above is the authorized citation for a new set of rules 
relating to administration orders made by county courts under 
the jurisdiction conferred upon them by section 122 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, by which power to make rules in order 
to carry into effect such orders is also given. This is the third 
set of rules relating to administration orders promulgated since 
the passing of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. A comparison of the 
different orders shews that the rules have undergone a gradual 
process of evolution, and that the tendency has been to give 
more and more elasticity to the practice, though hardly a 
greater simplicity, since the rules and forms have grown greatly 
both in vdean and complexity. The first set of rules were 
made on the Ist of December, 1883. These were superseded 
by the new order of the 2ist of December, 1888, and these are 
in their turn now annulled and superseded by the rules under 
consideration. 

The first point to notice about these rules is that they are, so 
far as practicable, retrospective, and wil! apply to all proceedings 
taken under administration orders or requests for orders in force 
or pending on the day on which they come into operation—that 
is, the 24th of October next. Having regard to some of the new 
rules, which will be more particularly noticed later, this is a very 
useful provision which was absent from the rules of 1888. The 
objections which so obviously apply to making a statute retro- 
spective cannot apply to rules. The former generally affects 
nights, while the latter only affect machinery. 

There are some features of the new rules which characterize 
them generally. There is to be found, for instance, a tendency 
to make it easier for the court in its discretion to temper the 
application of the law in relief of the debtor. For instance, by 
rule 6, at any time between the filing and the hearing of the 
request of the debtor for an administration order the court may 
Stay proceedings on any execution, judgment summons, or 
order of commitment against the debtor in respect of any 
debt scheduled to the request. This prevents the debtor 
being harassed by other creditors pending the hearing by the 
court, and anything in the nature A on preference being obtained 
by them. It is analagous to the power of the Bankruptcy 
Court under section 10 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, to stay 
at any time, after the presentation of a bankruptcy petition, any 
action or other gresseling against the property or person of the 
debtor. Again, rule 14 as amended enables the judge, if 
satisfied that a defaulting debtor has not had the means to pay, 
not only to direct that the administration order shall be deemed 
to have been suspended during the default, but also to make a 
now order for payment of the amount remaining due under the 
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amended rule, the registrar may suspend the order till the next 
sitting of the court, and the judge may from time to time 
suspend the operation of the order for such time as he shall 
direct. That is, he has an unfettered discretion in the matter. 
Perhaps, however, the most signal relaxation of the rules in the 
debjor’s favour is to be found, not in the addition of any new 
rule, but in an omission of an old one. By rule6 (7) of the rules 
of 1888, where a composition was offered, no administration order 
other than for payment in fall could be made if a majority in 
number and voles of the unsecured creditors who had no power 
to distrain objected. This provision is now entirely omi and 
the question of the amount of the composition is left altogether 
in o. “er: of the —_ The erditor has oo 
a right to object in ,» on ¢t hearing 0 
request, to the coeunal he sanquablien or the instalments 
which the debtor proposes to pay: see rules 5 and 7 (2). 
Another notable change is recognizable throughout the new 
rules—namely, that they confine to the judge the exercise of 
many of the wider discretionary powers conferred by the rules. 
Under the old rules in almost every case the expression “ court” 
is used, which, in accordance with the interpretation of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, applicable to these rules (see rule 28), 
means the judge or registrar. In the new order the ex ion 
“court” is avoided, both in the old rules re-enacted and in the 
fresh rules incorporated with them, and the rule specifies in 
every case whether the judge or registrar is to administer it. 
Generally speaking, in all matters not purely formal and 
ministerial, and in all matters requiring the exercise of dis- 
cretion, the judge is specifically designated as the person to 
make the order, or give the necessary direction or permis- 
sion. 


rules is in some respects to mitigate the practice in favour 

the debtor, yet it is found that in other respects the debtor is 
; put in much the same position as a bankrupt. It will be 
remembered that, under sub-section 13 of section 112, when the 
amount received under the administration order was sufficient to 

y each creditor scheduled the prescribed amount, the debtor was 
Tetaane from those debts. There was no application for a 
discharge and the disciplinary sections of the Bankruptcy Acts, 
1888 and 1890, were consequently not applicable; except 
indirectly by the rule that the court had a discretion to refuse the 
request when it appeared that the conduct of the debtor had been 
such that, if he were applying for the sanction of a scheme under 
the Bankruptcy Act, the court might refuse its sanction. But 
now, by a new rule (rule 7 (7) ), where any facts are proved, upon 
proof of which the court exercising jurisdiction in bankruptey 
would be required either to refuse, suspend, or attach conditions 
to the debtor’s discharge if he were adjudged bankrupt, the 
judge may refuse to make an administration order. This 
imports into the working of administration orders, but «¢ the 
discretion of the judge, the penalizing sections of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890. But it is imposaible not to foresee that the provision 
will probably be illusory, or at all events will work very 
unequally. In the first place the facts upon which the discretion 
is to be founded must be proved at the hearing of the request. 
Now, the only creditors who at the hearing will have an 
opportunity of bringing before the court these facts are the 
creditors who are scheduled by the debtor, and who have, 
therefore, received notice of the ings underrule 4. The 
debtor has therefore only to omit from the schedule creditors 
who are likely to prove hostile, and the administration order 
will be made. 

It is true that there is a di power conferred on the 
judge by rule 15 to rescind the order where the debtor has 
wilfully omitted from the schedule the name of any creditor, 
when he becomes aware, either upon the application of the person 
appointed to enforce the order or otherwise, of such omission. 
But creditors themeelves are not usually vindictive or likely, 





original order for payment by instalments. Such a power may 
obviously be desirable where by reason of fresh circumstances 
the debtor is obviously unable to comply with the original order. 
Also formerly under rule 17, where it appeared that the debtor 
was unable to pay any instalment by reason of illness or other 
unavoidable misfortune, the court had power to suspend the 
Operation of the order for three months only, Now, by the 


when an order has been made and half exeouted, to be anxious 
for its rescission merely in the interests of pablic policy. Such 
| provision is really in the interests of the community and of 
commercial morality rather than of the creditors, and where 
‘there is not, as in an ordinary bankruptey, a vigilant public 
official like the official receiver to seoure its enforcement, it is 
not likely to be very effective, 


Although, as has been already noticed, the tendency of om, 
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it in the debtor’s favour, and the result will be a most un- 
desirable inequality in the working of the provision. On the 
whole it scarcely seems worth while to introduce these refine- 
ments into the rough and ready administration of a debtor’s 
affairs. The £50 limit is so small, and the speedy and cheap 
se of the order so much the most important object to be 
attained in such cases, that the exigencies of commercial morality 
— surely be ignored. Probably in practice they are and 
continue to be. 

A notable rule among the new rules is rule 13, which is 
designed to secure the more effective administration of the order 
when made. The old rule gave a discretion to the judge as to 
whether he should appoint so son to have the conduct of the 
order. Now the rule makes it obligatory. The judge shal/ appoint 
some person to have the conduct of the order. The rule, more- 
over, goes on to specify particular instances in which that person 
must apply to the court. These are for the issue of a judgment 
summons in case of default, for the suspension or modification 
of the order in case of the debtor's illmess or other misfor- 
tune, and for the rescission of the order on the occurrence of 
anything which would give the court jurisdiction to rescind the 
order under rule 15. The result of the new rules will certainly 
tend to make the duties of the person appointed more responsible 
and onerous, a thing which is undesirable in the case of an 
office to which no remuneration is attached. 


From the point of view of creditors particularly there are 
several points to notice. An addition to rule 3 (2) makes it 
i on the debtor to include in his list of creditors 
secured creditors, with particulars and the estimated value of 
their securities. Fall particulars are obviously desirable if the 
court is to be ins bg ae: position to exercise its discretion as 
to the making ofthe order. Then the provision requiring the 
creditor to give notice of his intention to oppose the devtor's 
request is modified by enabling the judge to give leave to the 
creditor to oppose, a!'though he has failed to comply with the 
rules as to giving notice. 

Rules 22-26 are entirely new, and deal in some detail with 
the declaration and payment of dividends. The machinery of 
the County Court Rules as to payment out of court of money 
paid in under 2 judgment are resorted to as machinery for pay- 

, and rather elaborate provision is made for payment of 
unclaimed dividends after five years to the Treasury, and their 
payment to the creditor, on ication to the court, by the 
registrar, who is to be allowed them by the Treasury at his 


Taking the rules as 2 whole there is certainly a tend to 
elaboration and to bring the practice into line with dete 
tion m bankruptcy. It is very questionable how far such a 
ovurse is desirable. Administration orders, so long as they are 
treated as a rough and ready and cheap method of settling the 
afaire of smal debtors, without recourse to the requirements of 
bankruptcy principles and practice, undoubtedly serve a useful 
purpose. If too much elaboration, not to say “red tape,” is 
miroduced there is a danger of their becoming not only 
unworkable, but even mischievous. 

may be accepted 
provision 


excellent without any qualification. This is the 
either before the hearing of the request | 
the registrar (see the proviso to rule 4), | 
rule 7 (9) ), may, if he thinks that, owing | 
the fact that the debtor or the majority of the ereditors reside 
resides im the district of ancther court, and that it is incon- 


ther oourt. The jurisdiction to make such 

by sub-section 2 of section 122, and it is now 
the new rules above noticed. 

stents ? bere drawn to the msin features of the 

y are of sufficient importance and intricacy to 

detailed study of those whose lot it is, either 

them, or uncficially t have w resort to 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—The case of Re Accles (Limited), which is reported on p. 164 

of the Weekly Notes of the 16th inst. has given me some trouble. 

The report is correct in stating that on p. 81 of the third volume 
of Mr. Palmer’s Company Precedents he apprehends that trustees 
have a lien on trust premises for the amount of their remuneration; 
but if the deed on which the question arises, and from which 
clauses 33 and 35 are extracted in the report in the Weekly 
Notes, be in Mr. Palmer’s usual form, I do not think that 
the attention of the judge can have been called to the trust 
of the proceeds of sale under the trust for conversion, as Mr, 
Palmer’s form, which will be found on p. 254 of the same edition, 
shews expressly that the trustees are, in case of the property being 
realized under the trust for conversion (the case in Re Accles), to have 
a charge on the proceeds for their remuneration. 

I thick before the report Re Accles can be accepted as satisfactory 
the profession ought to know whether the deed was in Mr. Palmer's 
form or not. e report on p. 165 of the same number of fe 
Loveridge seems also to have a mistake. The word “‘ personalty,” the 
last word of the report, should surely be “‘ realty.” 

3, Abchurch-lane, E.C., Aug. 18. E. T. HARGRAVES. 





MINISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—How does Mr. A. J. Balfour, M.P., take the additional office 
of Lord Privy Seal, an office of emolument under the Crown, without 
ing his seat in Parliament ? 


Aug. 16. SUBSCRIBER. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


“THE DOWLAIS.” No.1. 18th June. 


Surp—CuarTER-PARTY—Fauicut Exercise or Caarrsrens’ Orrion—Tu 
to Exexcisg Option. 
Appeal brought by the owners of the steamship Dow/ais from a decision 
of a Divisional Court of Admiralty, affirming the judgment of the Cardiff 
County Court, in an action which they had brought to recover from their 
charterers, Messrs, Budd & Co., a sum of £9 6s. 5d., an alleged balance of 
freight. The claim arose under a charter- dated the 12th of 
January, 1900, by which it was agreed that the cargo should be delivered 
on boy, Lowy freight at the rate of 6s. 3d. per ton delivered, or intake 
i 2 per cent., at charterers’ option. The only question in the 
the . so given was to be exercised by the defendants 
as charterers. t was agreed between the parties that the 
i the cargo was 1,272 tons, and that the 
t delivered was 1,277 tons, and it was not disputed that 
when the freight was paid, and not before then, the charterers 
upon the intake weight less 2 cent, 
that the plaintiffs called upon the defendants 
i before the time. It was contended by the plaintiff 
however, that the option had to be declared before bulk was 
the defendants had not done so freight had to be paid 
i eight. The county court — 


the President (Sir F. 


, and Marurew and yns-Hanpy, L.JJ,) 

as the shipowner had not insisted upon 
was not bound to exercise the option until 
of the freight had arrived.—Covnsu, J. 4. Hamilton, 
K-C., Baithache; H. H. Gregory. Sowicrrons, 
‘aughan § Roche, Cardiff ; Williamson, Hill, $ Oo., for 


i 
3 


(Reported by Easxixe Beiv, Koq,, Barrister-at-Eaw.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
DAVIS ¢. THE TOWN PROPERTIES INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
(LIM). Byrne, J. Shand 12th August. 


| Laxpiony amy Texant—Covesant von Quiet Ensorment—Assionve oF 


Kevension—Acrs oy Assionexr Urom Ornrx Lany Svuverquentiy 


Acuvinev—Ierrxrexence wirn Access oy Alx. 





. 


In June, 1297, « lease was granted by Lee to the plaintiff of offices om 


Aug. 23, 1902, ‘ 
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the ground floor of No. 119, Oolmore-row, Bir 

ered gon from September, 1897, at a rent of £100 a year. The lease 
contained a covenant for quiet enjoyment. In September, 1898, the 
reversion of the property was by the lessor to the defendant 
corporation. In 1900, the defendant corporation from one 
Barber, who had no connection with Lee, a house next door to 
No. 119, Oolmore-row, and proceeded to pull it down and to 
erect new buildings on the site of a much greater height than the 
old buildings. caused the chimneys of No. 119, Oolmore-row 
to smoke so as to materially interfere with the quiet enjoyment of one of 
the rooms. The covenant for quiet enjoyment in the lease by the lessor 
was that the lessee ‘‘ should peaceably and yaa i quo and enjoy the said 
offices during the said term without any eviction or disturbance by the 
lessor or any person lawfully or equitably claiming from or under him,’’ 
and ‘‘ the lessor ’’ was to include his executors, administrators, and assigns, 
where the context allowed. The plaintiff brought this action for a 
declaration that the acts of the corporation constituted a breach of the 
covenant for quiet enjoyment, and tor an injunction. It was argued by 
counsel for the plaintiff that the covenant was a personal one which 
attached to the assignees of the lessor and prevented them doing anything 
todisturb the lessee’s quiet enjoyment, whether their acts were done upon 
the land which they claimed from the lessor or not, and whether acquired 
before or after the date of the lease. 

Bygng, J.—The rebuilding with the ensuing result would not afford a 
right of action against a stranger: Bryant v. Lefever (27 W. R. 612, L. R. 
40. P, D. 172). On the other hand, it is such a substantial interference 
with the enjoyment of the property demised as to constitute .a breach of a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment if caused by the lessor or any person 
lawfully or equitably claiming from or under him within the 
of the covenant in the lease. Section 11 of the Law of Property an 
Uonveyancing Act, 1881, provides that the obligation of a covenant 
entered into by a lessor with reference to the subject-matter of the lease 
shall, if and so far as the lessor has power to bind the reversionary estate, 
be annexed to and go with it. The question is whether the defendants, 
who, although assignees of the reversion, have not done the acts com- 
plained of under colour of any title as such assignees, but in exercise of 
an independent right of property acquired aliunde, and after the date of 
the original lease, are liable for breach of the covenant. No question 
of derogation from grant or estoppel arises. Tne effect of covenants for 
quiet enjoyment was discussed in Harrison, Ainslie, ¢ Co. v. Muncaster 
(40 W. RB. 102; 1891, 2 Q. B. 680, 684, 685), where Lord Esher, 
speaking of the following passage in the judgment of the court in 
Sanderson v. Mayor of Berwick-on-Tweed (33 W. R. 67, 13 Q. B. D. 
551)—*‘ And where the ordinary and lawful enjoyment of the demised land 
is substantially interfered with by the acts of the lessor or those lawfull 
claiming under him, the covenant appears to us to be ”? says: ** 
have no doubt that the proper meaning of these words is ‘by the acts of 
the lessor, or of those claiming under him the right to do the acts which 
caused the interruption.’’’ The acts of the defendants here were in 
exercise of their a under an independent title ecquired ns 
to the covenant. think the covenant must be construed having reg 
to the circumstances which existed at the date of the lease (see Booth v. 
Alcock, L. R. 8 Oh. 663), and consequently that the defendants are not 
liable. David v. Sabin (1893, 1 Oh. 523), relied on by the plaintiff, is not 
an authority to the contrary. Judgment for the defendants.—Counex., 
Norton, K.O., and EF. Clayton; Levett, K.O., and Austen Cartmell. 
Souicrrors, C. P. Baton Taylor; F. A. K. Doyle, for 8. T. Talbot, 
Birmingham. 

[Reported by Nevitue Tessurt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


JACKSON v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. Phillimore, J. 
18th June. 


Revenve—Sramps—Payment to Wire Unper a Szraration Daep— 
 SEMI-PBRIODICALLY PayasLe’’—WEkKLY Payments—Sramr Act, 1891 
(54 & 55 Vicr, c. 39), s. 4, Scuepute I. 


Special case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, heard 
before Phillimore, J., sitting for a Divisional Oourt. On the l4th of 
March, 1902, an instrument was presented on behalf of John Jackson, the 
appellant, to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue under the provisions 
of the 12th section of the Stamp Act, 1891, for the opinion of the com- 
missioners as to the stamp duty with which the instrament was chargeable. 
The instrument in question was a doed of separation between the 
Bpeliens and his wife, and contained the following clause (4): “ The said 
ohn Jackson will and shall, during the joint lives of bimselt and the said 
Emma Jackson, if the said Emma Jackson shall continue to perform and 
observe the stipulations herein contained, and on her part to be performed 
and observed, pay to the said Emma Jackson the clear weekly aum of £1 ; 
and, in the event of the said Emma Jackson seaviviog the said John 
Jackson, and not having incurred a forfeiture of the said weekly sum in 
his lifetime, the same shall continue to be paid by the re tatives of 
the said John Jackeon during the remainder of the life of the said 
Emma Jackson . - end the said Emma Jackson shall not have 
her coverture to anticipate the same.’’ It was admitted 


power dur 
t that the deed was liable under section 4 («) of the 


by the appe. 
Stamp Act, 1891, to two duties: (1) a duty of 10s. as a deed, 
(2) an ad valorem duty by reference to the heading of charge in the 
first schedule to the Act of “bond, covenant, or instrument of 


for a term of | the 


and | defendant, Mr. T. O. Hallomore, 159, 





any kind whatsoever.” For the appellant it was contended that 
the ad valorem duty payable under this tor head was to be caloulated on 





of 

£1 7s 6d., and, if not, with what ad valorem duty 

Purtimors, J., held that the case was not distinguishable from that of 
Clifford v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1896, 1 Q. B. 187), where it was 
laid down that the weekly payments made the period of the chargea 
weekly one, and that it was not an annuity or yearly sum payable 
weekiy instalments. Therefore his judgment must be for the appellant 
with costs, and the sum to be as ad valorem duty would be assessed at 
28. 6d.—Counset, J. A. Foote, K.C., and Woodeock ; Sir R. B. Finlay, A-G., 
and S. A. T. Rowlatt. Soxicrrors, Brown § Ayton; Solicitor to Inland 
Revenue. 


& 


| Reported by Exsxrxz Rep, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvTions. 


Francis Joun Hunt and Tuomas Atrrep Carron, solicitors (A. H. 
Hunt & Co.), Romford, Grays, and Ilford, Eesex, and 17, St. S#ithin's- 
lane, in the city of London, except as to the London practice. Aug. 
14. The said Francis John Hunt will continue to carry on business at 
Romford and Ilford under the style of Hunt & Hunt, and the said Thomas 
Alfred Capron will continue to carry on business at Grays under the style 
of T. A. Capron & Co. The practice carried on at 17, St. 


Swithin’s-lane will be continued at the same address by the said Francis 4 


John Hunt and Thomas Alfred Capron, in partnership, under the style of 
Hunt & Capron. 
Henny James Winpows and Saucer Arrste Banks, solicitors 
(Widdows & Banks), Manchester and Leigh, Lancaster. Aug 5. 
[ Gazette, Aug. 19. 


GENERAL. 


Mr. Joseph Phillips, solicitor, of Stamford, died on the 18th inst., after 
a brief illneesfrom pneumonia. Mr. Phillips, who was 78 years of age, 
was admitted a solicitor in 1846. He was clerk of the peace and also clerk 
of the county council for parts of Kesteven, Lincolnsaire. 

In consequence of the arrangement whereby London banks, including 
the Bank of England, will close on Saturdays in future at 1 o’clock p.m., 
Revenue gives notice that the offices of the Accountant- 
General and of the Controller of Stamps and Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies, at Somerset House, will be closed for the receipt of money on 
Saturdays in future at 1 o’clock p.m. 


other courts. On the 14th inst. 
arose in the arrangements that were formed, with the result 
that it was late in the afternoon before any magistrate could be summoned 


occupied by different magistrates from 
some mis' 


to deal with the congestion of cases awaiting settlement. Mr Rose finally 
appeared at about four o’clock and proceeded to hear the charges. 

The Dock, Wharf, Riverside, and General Workers’ Union of Great 
Britain and Ireland wists the following resolution: ‘* That this 
executive of the Dock, W Riverside, and General Workers’ Union 
records its sincerest condolence and regret on the clecease of the late Judge 
French, who as an English judge typified all the best qualities of the 
upright judge, whose legal acumen, jomed witn a strict jast sence of 
equity, made him the stern defender of the maimed, the ae. the 
widow, where the law intended to e 
have done more than any other e to command the belief in and 
for the law among the toilers, 
caimpetshabie jedguenes. Whale ths low bas bet © quest t 

m able ts. we 4 exponen 
ag he justice itself, have lost a great friend."’ The resolution is 
or 

Thones 


i 
HH 


i 


e executive by Mr. Ben Tillett. 


In the City of London Court, says the 
—- Lumley Smith, K.0,, proceedings were brough 
+ , 
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Ze 
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managing director of Keiller & Sons (Limited), 27, iucing~ 
., to recover the retura of thirty guiness whioh he 
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his first-floor window, from which to view Pan 
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eee ss eeeeie Os week t nothing for his money. The 
tiff he must aay oa tie generosity in the matter ; 
—— and then the T, actiest wan undertook 


rocession did not take — a 
20 was no 


ee agreed to rely on the 
oy The plaintiff a and son swore to the personal 
undertaking having been given by the defendant. The defendant denied 
page ogee to refund the money. Other people offered him £40 for 
the with the stipulation that the money should be returned if 
procession did not take but he declined the proposal, because he 
that he — have oe money in any event. He was 
teed the plaintiff nothing. Judge Lumley 
the plaintiff’s view of the matter, corroborated as 
PeThe money must be refunded. Judgment was given 

for the sum claimed, with costs. 


At Birmingham, on Wednesda Pym y says the Times, the first 
Heory ‘Milward penalise anand conan E,Miwerd sod Joke 
, solicitors, as Go. 
liabilities were returned at £108,395 15s. lld., of i 
Os. 2d was due to 149 unsecured creditors, and the remainder to 


gent interest in various 
undertakings. peony debts to the senount of £48,494 98. 4d. 
were estimated to produce £151 13s. 1d. The deficiency shewn by the 
27,063 Os. 6d. The deficiency account shewed bad debts 
since the Ist of July, 1901, £74,433 Os. 6d., and goodwill 
; cause of failure all by the debtors was 
Mr. R. H. Milward’s late partner, by whom 
The official receiver (Mr. Luke J. os 
had been in practice since 1861, and 
During Mr. Milward’s business career 
“joined in partnership by seven or eight 
whom introduced any capital, the arrangement 
not dependent upon the profits. The 
standing of A clients had enabled the 
ee ete eee an 
y his partners very 
Ser GIn chia Ges thie a Mr. 8. H. 
eral large estates as trustee, and 
ies were creditors for about 


of the firm subject to the | 
accountant. Mr. § r 
out most disastro 

. Mr. Milwari 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Faivat, Aug 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Cniiten an oe on or before Sept. 27, to send their names and i 
= akon, solors for the yetdator ™ * 
pd”. Ayxosra Synpicatz, Liurrep —Creditors are required, on er before Nov 1, to 
cua Chak ames am afdeenen, ond the pactonians of tate cbte or Sh 
—— Pakeman & Real, 
ator 
nanan ee = are required, on or before Sept %, 
oa, ae the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
TED (Ir eT pe are required, on or 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 


S guerentnd Aug 13, directed to be heard 
ae of appearing must reach 


18, Broad st, 
LawcasHirzE Encravine Co, — han Mae A are required. o 
Oct 6, to send their addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Arthur Weightman, 18, Water st, Liverpool. Weightman & Co, 
Liverpool, solors for the liquidator 
Roserts & Co (Curemmson), 1. yy (Corrox pr enna —Creditors are required, 
on or Tyo theie names addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or = to Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley. Procter 


~ » SRE aS are required, on or before 
and and the particulars of their debts and 








Waanine to Inrenpixe Hovse Purcuassrs ann Lesszzs.—Before pur- 
anny | or renting a ae even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 

For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetie.—Fxuiway, Aug. 15. 
Rayxes, Peres, Crescent Gaghem Commen Oct 24 Stanley v Blackie, Buckley, 
J Lightbody, 23, ‘Abuses oh Westminster 
Wuiraxers & Woo.sekrt, 12, tak a inn fields Oct 24 Whitaker v Woolbert, 
Byrne, J Clarke, 66, Gresham House, Oid Broad st 





y, and | 


| Dacumosp, Wi1114x, 
Newcastle 


| Bazprsc, Tuomas, Knoesington. Gr. 81 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 55. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faripay, Aug 8. 
Apams, Atrexp, Bath, Cab Proprietor Sept 10 Stone & Co, Bath 
A.sxaypgr Many Ans, Hackney Sept1 Rawlinson, New Broad st 
Bupp, Bewzy Waves, Liscard, Merchant Sept il Grace & Co, Liverpool 
yyy Wrii1am “opztanp, Eastbourne Sept 30 Rameden & Co, Leadenhall st 
Crags, Wiiiia™ Pair, Tadworth, Surrey Sept 15 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
. ovis, Eexzst Epwazp, Old Broad st sept3 Milner & Bickford, Moorgate st 
Datos, Witt1am Hewey, Turnham Hall, Lancs Oct 31 Pe. King st, Covent garden 
Licensed Victualler Sept19 Wilkinson & Marshal, 
upon Tyne 


| Exsox, Hexezy Wiii1am, Balham, Grocer Sept 18 Corsellis, Balham 
| Gameanr, Exyest, Nice, France -\ 19 Austin & fvstio. | Unioa ct 
Twickenham Sept5 Maddisons, Old 


Grit, CHARLES, 
Hatt, Rev Axruony, MA, Mossley, Lancs Sept 20 rome Son, Ashton unie 


Oatham 

Bazway, Evizazgrs Sazag, Tufnell A a 7 rt ast, Basinghall st 
Hazver, Tuomas Peiccanp, MD, St Leonard’son Sea fept6 Davenport! 4 Oo, Hastings 
Hzatuzz, Rovzger Gzorcu, Gosport, Hants Sept1 Prior & Burley, Petersfield 

Iscuam, Perez, Bury, Licensed Victualler Sept16 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Joussoxs, Evizazeru, Mercer's rd, Tufnell pk Sept 10 Beil & Be'l, Linden mam, 


Horasey la 
Joxus, Evas, Uianiugaa, , Warmer Sept 16 Williams & Co, Newtown 


Montgomery, 
* | Keesuaw, Asx, Warrington, Licensed Victualitr Sept 17 Davies & Co, Warriogton 
| Laxp, Wiit14sm Bicuanp, Neweastle upon Tyne, Paicter Sept 19 Wilkinson & Marshall, 


Newcastie 


| Taverne, $4240 MatiLva, Stroud green 


| MiLexsnor, Tuomas, 


att 


Y 
' 


| Bwates. Gronon Tuomas, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer Bept 


Lowi Goeette,—Torenst, hug 4. 
4OIBT STOCK COMPASIES. 
Lemrres ws Onssonst. 
Aseprer Baswsr Cozmson sry Inox Co, Lowren Gs Voverrser Leqvivstion)— 


S Machans Sep: 20” Blaugh 
Lawersce, Bexey As»ovv, Harrington en piu, chant Sept 30 ym to & May, 
Austio Friars 

Macvoxatv, Tomas, Besex ct, Temple, Barrister at Law Sept 29 Eggar, Brighton 

4 Biddings, Derby , Mou der Aug 30 Alcock, Mansficld 
O’ Buses, Feevenice Hoveet, P & Oss Nubia Sept 10 Budd & Co, Austin Friars 
—- Euszavern, Bazan Axx Porren, or Many Porrex, Horsham Bept20 Cole & 
Ports, Buszavera ANSE, ia Pigg om $F Soe 2 JE * H Scott, King William st 
Peron, MarTuew, Beaton & Marshall, Newcastle upon Tyne 


| Bowsers, Exvizapera Mazy Laoryv, B64 Donwen, Bhyl, Flint Septs Griffith & Co, 
Dolgeiiey 


Baxvitaxvs, The Hen Seams, Betis A ayfair  Davenpo Miller & Co, Balter’s Hall 4 
Surra, ay = Cateqen 56 Gialie € yong Fool n 

Suave, Joux Burren, 

Sruscen, AxvEEw, Millom, 


Pet 7 


ao 
Bon, Broughton ia Furoces 
Srey cnson, Puascis, Kegenta Park1d Gept 6 Rose &C & and Delabay 


Wertrainster 
19 Mewlands & Newian4s, 
Jarrow 
Toews, Buxiz, Withernses fens & Wells & Bons, Bouth oon Gray's ine 
Vevens, Csnoiinn, Dorsett Bept 6 Appicten, Leeds 
Wirt Kuizaveru, Eneton ri Bept 5 Tippetts, Maiden 
| yer. Axnx, Colwyn Bay Sept 20 Duncan & Bon, Tomoed 

London Gaeta, ~Tovwavay, Aug 12, 


Bascey, Wiissam Bowin, Orimble Golcar, Yorks, Weaver Aug 41 Freeman, Blaithwale 
Covws, Jone Wiisssn, (Went \Bridglord, Botts , Grocer Aug © Allen & Ander, 





Aug. 23, 1902, | 


Ixeuis, 
Cun 


Aus 
Karna? 

Pew 
Lewis, 

We 


+ 
Luoyp, 








3uckley, 
‘colbert, 


rand 


garden 
aFobail, 


unie 


at tings 
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fall & 


wale 
rw, 
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Joun. Readin 22 Witherington, ; Jounxstox, Matrupa. Bath 80 Bath 
Caire, Witlam KixG, Mast Maling, Kent Oct 1 Bra & Co, Rochester Kexwepr, Sana, Herbert st. ot Hoxton Gn Gept 12 & 00, Gracocharsh st 
fooxr, Epwarp, Birmingham, Architect Sept 15 Wood & “to, ag oo Leicu, Gronce "7 a ee Sp rit 7 ta at. Potts, Stockport 
a mole & Philpia. — sant agentes me ag a Fal pore H Ironmovger- Aug 30 Wiles & Rochdale 
mle Grindin tidmee | Rostiit, SamvgL, Johore, Punjaub, India, Bengeant Major Sept 11 Maddisons. Old 


Freus. Euua. Grindon Riége. Foden, Northumberland Sept1 Sanderson & Weather- 


heed, Berwick upon Tweed 
Gattoway, Resecoa, Bayswater Oct 6 Mar.is, Ch 


yf 
Tuomas Green, Ross, Gereford Aug 20 Keary & Co, Chippenham, Wilts 
ioe Wass 98 “Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Haw. ie Lodway Easton, Gordona, Somerse*, Brewer Oct8 O’Donoghue & Co, 
B 


Gover. Evizaneta, Gt Yarmouth ug 28 


HarpcasTie, Cuaries, Barnsley, Avent Sept9 Horsfield, 


Barnsley 
Heeripce. Any, Harrow Sep'5 Fisher & Stephens, New ct, Lincoln’s 
Hey, Rev Joun. Kensington Oct1 Leesmith & Munby, Gt Swan 
atcotm, Birmingham, Railway Agent Oct 1 Mason & Son, 


rmingham 
Hoaripcz, Jaye, Harrow on the Hill Sept 20 Freeman & Son, Foster In, Cheapside 


HopGKINson, JOSEPH 
Bi 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Pipgpece, Sanusty Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Augil Ord | 
Aug l 
Bruce, “zoom, & Co, Straticrd mane Case Makers High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 
Garren, Bensamin Casa” Houcsiow, Watchmaker 
tford Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 
Crank, Joun Frepenick, Gt Grimsby, Clerk Gt Giimsby 
Pet aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
Evaxs, Evan Oswap, East Ham, Ron, Chins Dealer | 
High Court Pet Augt2 Ord Aug 
Evans, Jony, ee Wegry Denbigh ,~ 4 Wrexham Pet | 
Augi3 Ord Aug 18 
Fuack, CHARLES Wi.iiam, Chesterton, Music Seller 
Cambridge Pet Augiz Ord Aug 12 
Fostzk, Recinatp Le Neve, Bredbury, Cheshire, Chemical 
Manufacturer Btock port Pet July 28 Ord "Aug ll 
Farenp, Danixit Burcue.t, Brighton, Boukseller Brighton 
Pet Aug ll Ord Aug il 
Fouutexiove, Witt1am Spencer, Blackheath, Rowley | 
Regis, Chemist Dudley Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Gerecke, WILLIAM — st, Merchant High Court 
Pet July}0 Ord Aug 11 
Gizave, SamueEL, Rochdale, oo Merchant Man- 
Pet Aug 8 Ord A’ 
Senron, Fn Luton, eater Luton Pet Aug 13 
Ivouis, Waass Hurton. Vicarage gdns, Kensingt 
jon Agent High Court Pet Aug 11 


Aug 1 
Karna, am Broadway, Westminster High Court 
Pet June 25 Pet Ai Aug 8 


Lewis, Srantey, Wells, ~ yey) Sausage Manufacturer 


ells Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 12 

Lioyp, Rozert, Rhyl, Flint, Jonfectioner Bangor Pet 
aug18 Und Aug 13 

Miyonix, Witt1am, Drybrook, Glos, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet aug il Ord Aug it 

Moosey, Eanest Hopkins, gene Draper Kingston, 
Suney Pet Aue 13 Ord aug 18 

Nevyange, oa Hammersmith, Decorator High Court 
Ord Aug 2 


Pexyy, Juuw Tarrant. Kintbury, Berks, , wanes 
Manager Newbury Pet Augs Ord A 

Pratt, Wittiam Francis, Dewsbury, Contentions Dews- 
bury Pet Augit2 Ord aug 12 

Eosinson, Tom, Castletord Yorks, Earthenware Manufac- 
turer Wakefiela Pst Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

Ropex, Frepraick Joux, Madeley, Salop, 
Madeley Pec Augil Ord Aug 12 

Roruwett, Vincent Hanoi, a Lanes, Grocer 

dale Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 
Suavso.t, Jony, Luton, grocer Luton Pet Auglil Ord 


Aug li 
Sitvesten, Ann Exizaneta, Birmingham, Tobacconist 
Birmiogham Pet Aug iz Ord Avg 12 
Simpson, yay Leeds, Pork Batcher Leeds Pet Aug 


8 Ord A 

Eurru, Joszen 7 Walsall, Bricklayer Walsall Pet 
aug 7 Ord Aug? 

Barn, Witttam, and Witwam Staxury aren, 


Salham Wandsworth Pet July 15 Ord Aug 1 

Brer.ivo, L, Manchester, Merchant Manchester * pet 
July x9 Ora Aug 11 

Watker, Francis Benay, Buroley Burnley Pet Aug 
18 Ord Aug 18 

Witutams, Keyprick, Bo — Cabinet Maker Bolton 
Pet aug 11 Ord Aug 

Worruinaroy, Joan 4 a and Grratp Nu pee 
Onn ay, Blectrical Engineers Hanley Pet aug 1 

ug 11 


Amended netfee substituted for that pens in the 
London Gazette of Aug 12 


Davnory, Ricnanp, Wotton under Bdge, Glos, Solicitor 
@ioucester Pet July 28 Ord Aug? 


FIRST MBETINGS, 


Astan Joun, Scarborough, —_ Dealer Aug 22 at 12 
74, Newborough, Bo oalptous Sd 
Baitny, Wau ane e Watford Hoxton’, we Aug 22 at 
12 Off Reo, 96, Temple i fem 
Bayeowr, Sanvan, Leeds, Tailor Aug 
22, Park row, Loeds 
Buowy, Hrnnnar, Chorley, Frait Salesman Sept 8 at 12 
B Off Reo, 17, Hertford A Ouveainy 
aver, Croom & Oo, Stratford, Fectlag Case Makers Aug 
© Watis Banka uptoy bldge. 0 larey at 
MAPMAN, WittiaM, Mansfeld, Notts, General Dealer Aug 
Conn ia S Reo, 4, Castle pl, I rok et Hotingham 
OMAN Honacn, ck'eover, Derby, Builder A 
WZati2 Off Reo, 47, Full at, Derby oe 


| 


Baukruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
- T Hairdresser Ord aug 13 
ae bldgs, Carey AAG O Ropex, Frepericx Joy, ate, Salop, Innkeeper 
Gorr. Epuuxp Nurseryman Aug Madeley Pet ug li Ord Aug 12 
22 at 12 Off Heo, 4, Pavilion | Suvesree, Axx Exizapete, Small Heath, 
Gueroy, Faayx, Corbyn st, Hornsey — Dealer | Tobace Pet aug 12 Ord aug 13 
27 at it eee ern ce eats on | or ae oe Pork Batcher Pet aug 
Zax, Josnva, uilder 
Ree, Byro JosEPa crs, Walsall, Bricklayer Walsall Pet 
Haworr “Davin, Burnley, Clothlooker Aug 22 at | eis Aug? Ocd 7 ith 
Court psox, Masc over - 
| Inuneer, Jous, Lutterworth, Leicester, Bricklayer Aug | “tractor Barrow in Furnes: Pet July 11° Ord aug 8 
. ALTON, %, 
Monona, Joona Taouss. Lowestott, Br Smackowner Aug | Manchester Pet J 28 Ord Aug ul 
OLE Bt. westoft, Suff 
Keerixe, Jonn Heney, Blackfriars rd, Greengrocer Aug | ie wy oe Cabinet Maker Bulton 
K eA een ee a ~ ing Bookkeeper Wi.iovensy, At, Picesdilly, Motor Car 
wihtug 22 at 11 A Neen oece le Hull | Dealer HighCourt Pet April? Ord Aug 11 
Oiclercen ou Woarieen, Chenery fn, Solicitor Aug 28 at | ADJUDICATION 2a ANWULIRS agp REIIVING 
| ManrsHatt, Hersert Wittiam, Kingston aoe Sut Housvose, © Cues re, Hull, Romford, 
a. - od gees —_ _ Essex, Gent Chelmsford ‘adjed Jue 9 Rec May 2 
Disc and . fh. July 9 


on, | 
Ord 


| SKEPELHORN, SIDNEY Gzoren, Clerkenwe'l, Be:r Retailer 


quant Onances, Leeds, Pork Butcher "dng Qsatli Of 
Rec, 22, 









Jewry 

Saxton. ~~ Batley, Yorks, Oil Extractor ons 
Sant, Feepericx. Vienna Oct 1 Thorowgood & 
Srevens, James, Stoke Brosdchalke, Wilts Sept 1 
Taye, Gzorce Jous, Bromley, Builder Sept 15 Fay Fenchurch st 
Wepeworn, Eszxezer. Patmey Sept 18 Dliffe & Co, Bedford row 
Wut. Axxz, Cornwall ter, oe Pak Octi “Wootton & ‘Goa, Pinebu ry circus 
Warrtte, Joxx Jauzs, Nottungham, Beerhouse Keeper Sept 10 Warman & Allea, 


y Ans, Nott ote? min eg tt ge & Co, 


Wit.iax, 


ont 







alley. Moorgate st 





WuitTtt, 
Wiiu14ms, 
















22 at 11 | Peart, Witt1aM Francis, Tw Confec'ioner Dew:- 
— Scarborough, Greengrocer Aug 22 a See 2 


7 whborough, Scarborough 
FeRcuson, Dawe Islington, Builder Aug 23 at 12 | Rosrxsox, wane a a 1 
















Monais, J JouN Aberdare, Collier Aug22at2 185, High st, | 


yr Tydfil 
et Toomer, arentel st, Strand Aug 22 at 1 London Gazette, -Tvespay, Aug 19, a 







me... 
ruptcy Carey ot RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Rovgi Owex, Jomn Rovrxe, and Tsomas Rovaks, 
tdanchaaber, Aug 22 at 2.30 Off Kec, Arxrxsox, Fasomaicxk Wiuam, Socleshill, B:adford, 
tr ottiogham, Boot Maker Aug 22at Ord Aug 16 ye on ane 
a Eeayor, N m, Boo! ug 22a! ug 
11 Off Rec Castle pl, Park st, Nottiag Bari, Faeossice, Denbigh, Tobacconist Wrex- 
ham Pet J Ord aug 15 





aly 30 

} Shan, 3, Sabet, St James's Sigh Court Pet Jan li 

Baayyey, amma, Masten Ootiery, Desham, Mince Sunder - 

lend Pet aug ié Ord Aug 16 

Bursows | nes Aneri-y Croydon Pct Aprili5 Ord 
Aug 5 





Park row, 





Aur26 at 12 Goabenaney Wiles, Cuma | 
Santa, Gamma, Eldad, East veonabcune, Oyele Maker Aug 

2atll 6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 
Manchester, Merchant ona 830 Of 








wen hy 4 -- ag bovee x ms ae Button Plumber Croydon Pet Aug 15 
T * Hueor, ee per aug « 

ae Ang 22 at 11 £0 “Of widgs, Brighton Craek, Wittram, Darlington, Homee Dealer Stockton on 
Wane, } hog come Blacksmith Aug 22 at 2 Tees Pet at augié Ord aug ié 





Crowrass, Jony duxar, Batley, —_ Water Pipe Layer 
Dewsbury Pst aug15 Ord Aug 
Curtis, @roses Witiax | sng Rochester, Saddler 
ag Pet aug 15 ued Aug lb 
Giam, Tailor 


ipeia 8 
WEINBERG, og tay Clothier Aug 25 atl2 Of 
Rec, Newcastle under Lym ¢ 
Ww Ra. Kexprics, Bolton, Cabinet Maker Aug 25 at 3 
















19, Exchange st, Bolton ie, Toa Pentre, 
Woorroy. ABest Tuomas, West pages. 5 — 15 Ord Aug i5 
Laundty Manager ‘ug 22at1130 Of oe 4 Davis TeUnt. — mttam Davason, jun, Darling 
pl, Park at, No oa fees Pot Aug lk 
ADJUDICATIONS. Du 7 2 ont howamn, — = ee Surrey, Painters Guildford 
oe 3 Gamean, Leeds, Tailor Ices Pet Aug 11 | Buurs, Mat scarce, Bath Bah Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 
Ora A | Faroxes, Bustace Gress, Bata, Grover Bath Pes ang 14 
SA. Sage S aa High Court Ord Aug 4 





Ord a Grornes, Joux, Porth. Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
Bisuor, hel by Builder High Court | po Ord Aug 11 
Pet J Ord Aug il | Harveyr- aaa, 5 Beccake. New Broad st, Shipping Merchant 


uly 4 
Canter, Bessa ug Ord Aue enadion, Watchmaker | Pes July (7 Usd avg 18 






Brnrig, the Hon 
Pet May 
















“at ‘u Off Ree, 


Mooney, Banaer Glow, 
| Burrey 






Breatford ba Anes SC 0 | Hicks, prod CurisToPaEs ae, Sune, Arebitet 
Cuarx, Joun Farpxaicx, Gt tS Clerk G. Grimsby — Hastings Pet ons 6 O: cn Oa sag 
Pet ,ugi2 Orda Hoax, Watrsa Eow Pet July 10 
Conen, Zepa, Bo i Draper High Court Pe: | Ord iS 
Ord July 2 Ord aug 12 | Hosrer, nen 8 Scuth Stields, Boot Dealer 
aa py Farpssiox Onmaaues, Derby, Architro! | Neweastle oa Tyne Ae Aas Ord aug 
Derby Pet July? Ord aug li | aude Larstre Rarrsxy, Lancaster =< Merchant 
Dauwoar, Bicuanp, Wotton under Glos, Solicitor | High Court Per March ‘Wt Oecd 
Gloucester Pet July 36 Ord aug ' Jawes, Witla Axevarx, and Rosser = , Poatr- 
Evans, Evan Oswatp, East Ham, Chiva Dealer High Grocers Pootypridd Put Aug 13 Ord Aue [5 
Ase Ord Aug lv Jouxsox, Heassar Haxpat, Pian 
rag 18 Ord aug 18" Meh, Selmer Wrenham | dass SpUbby, Lan stor Basten It Ang 
Au ONES, 1 ROMA 
Peaaveox, Da * Basie, ington, Builder High Cout Poet | | rr Ova ro bY 
onka, uuan = Agate 
FLack, ‘H..f sista, Chesterton, Os Cambs, Music Seller Newasgent se Pe Aug is Ord Aug lo 
Cam ridge Pet Aug 129 Ook Aug 18 eex, Wruax Vourry, Qaptes, y 
Frimnp, Danian Busou, Brigh ton, Bookseller Brighton Pet July 19 Ord au 
Pet Aug 1 Aug i | Lawcastan, Writtax aie, ODeaast 
FuuLEyLove yee Srevcan Blackheath, poe | Pet aug 6 Oni ang is 
_ seal, ist Dudiey Pet Aug 18 Noanis, Groner Revar, See Dealer Plymouth 





WretJuly 8 Or Ai 
“Raopoaos Catuaninay Sd Toy Dealer Salford Pot 


A 
quits Bamugn, Rochdale, Peoststen Merchant Man- | ¥ 
ohoater ry 
Biante QGroaok , Syne, Baker Cropden 
, Nott, Licensed V.ctaaller 


Pet Aug8 Ord A CBs 
| aug 1é¢ one 
Lenten 


Boxunp Sinrson 
ton 
Laten Pet Aug 13 | | Saree, a. Gnagnns Basen. 
Notting haw 
u 
ee Cdeahtrea,  Bateder 
tae ete | oe Se, Caen 







Gorr, 








Reasten, 
Pet June ® Ord aug 
Honron, James, Laton, Bleacher 
Ord Aug 18 Pei Ave 16 Ged Avg 16 
Luoyp, | hd 4" Ba t, Confectioner Bangor Pet) | Gremecaenes, Gnome a hataeaten, Gaeengueete 
Aug i3 Ord Aug on 







Pet Aug is Oni Al 
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Tartor, Henry. Staincliffe, Batley, Yorks 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 — 
TarekeLt, Epwanp. Metal Merchant Liverpool 
Pet ag 98 Ord Aug 15 
Warners. 8 W, Commission Agent High Court 
Pet July yy Aug 14 
Witxrssox, Jawes, Burton. yt - ae pmamsamaaia Clerk 
w a ny A Ord Aug 16 - = 
1LLIaMs, WILLIAY — Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Arxrxsox, Farpsrick WItiIAm, ——_ Bradford, 
Botanical Beer Manufacturer Aug 27 at ‘1 Off Bec, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 
BiLackmorg, | mee yh 14 Sept 1 at2.30 Off 


—h meet James's James’s _ 27at12 Bankruptcy 


BiyTs™ax, «Aol Darham, D; Proprieter A: 
96 at 11.15 The Three Tune Hotel Dy Durham ei 
Brows, ee ae Jeweller Aug 28 at 12 174, 


Samve, Aug 2%atll Off 

= — ug Ree, 

Crark. Jony DERICK, Gt behets, Cink Aug 2 at 11 
Off 15, Osborne st, 


Ree, 15, 
CLaRK. Soe pa Aug 27 at3 
Pt... WILiiax 


Bakers A Assistant Aug 27 
atll Ia. Ontperetion tk 
Consett, Freprricx, ee Solicitor Aug 26 at 1] 


st, Wi 
Crowrner, Jony dhe | Batley, Yorks, Water Pipe 
Layer Aug Bat 3 Off Bec, Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Grorcze Wit oy 
Aug 29 at 12 bidgs, Carey st 
Davscey, Ricnarp, Wotton under eige, Glos, Solicitor 
Aug 2% at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Davisox, Wiii1au, and Wiiuram Davisox, jun, Darlington, 
Painters Aug 27 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 


brough 
Evays, Evan Oswatp, East Ham, China Dealer Aug 27 
“at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Care’ 
Poster, Bearxatp Lz Neve, — , Chester, Chemical 
Aug 27 at 11 Of Bee, County chmbrs, 


Market 
Parceezr, Evstace Grses, .* - end Aug 27 at 11.45 


Off Ree, 26, Baldwia st, Bristo! 
Ferexp, Dasrat Breceect, Brighton, ton, Bookseller Aug 26 
Off Rec, 34, Bridge 


at 11.30 Railway app, London 
Gizave, Saucer. Manchester, Provision Merchant Aug 
@stil Of "Off Ree. Byrom st, Manchester 
Gear, Writs Macistosn, Cannon st, ae Promoter 
Bankruptcy bid 


Aug +9 at 11 gs, Carey st 
Greaves, Cuantes Hesey. Southpool, 


Canter, 


Rozert Newroy, 


Grindleford 
Ang 28 at 12 Off Ren Figtree a: 
Jouss, Saucer Covce, Reading, Architect Aug 2 at 1 
Queen's 


Hotel, 
Lawsos, , Paepreice Czomwe11, Birmingham, Baker Aug 
Bat 11 174, st, 
Srasier, Wi Somerset, & Manufacturer 
aes Baldwin st, Beistol ot 
Laster, James Buren, Oldham, Grocer Aug 
Bee, Greaves st, Oldham 
Dzacr Warsos, Swindon, Newsagent Aug 28 at 
sy Troe te hy eng 
Moscans, Winctan, brook, Glos, Grocer Aug 26 at 3.15 





Professor of Music 
circus, Swindon 
. Confectioner Aug 
eford, Y: ware Manv- 
facturer Aug 27 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond terr, Wakefie'd 
Brucs, Joszrs, on Thames Aug 27 at 11.20 
2%, Esilway app, Bridge 
Suavecur, Joux, Laton, Grocer Aug 26 af 12 Off Rec, 


st, 
— ae, See, Bricklayer Aug 26 at 11 
“nT ae miisM, Finnio Notts, Farmer 
Aug 78 at 123) "Of Rex: Pgtes 
Tartoz, Heser, Yorks Aug 2% at 4 Off Rec, 
a ae Giam Aug @ at 12 Off Rec, 


quntest a) — oe Aug 28 at 

12 Guren’s Hotel, Reading 
eer A 
12 Bankruptcy Carey st 


Aug 
ADJUDICATION. 
Arcissos, Fezvrzice Woiisn, Eccleshill, 


Bradford. 
} ~ y tll meannaes Bradtord Pet Aug 15 | 
Hyde. ~—_ Civil Engineer | 


AW Ord ane Pet July 11 | 
| Bizezss, Grozce 


Ord Aug 15 
Brosos, Joszru Pururs, 
Ashtoe under Lyne 7 
Haxzowp, Rookies, 


pare Durham, Miner 


Merchants 
Ord dg ib Water Pipe — Suaveo.t, Joux, Luton, Grocer 
ger, acheter, Saddler | | Guay, 


Glam, Tailor | 





| 


Aug. 23, 1902. 




















«« Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from - 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


Three purposes provided for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


MERRYWEATHERS' 


MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


‘‘London Brigade” Hand Fire Pump - 
( With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR LIFT 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 


£5 5 0 


£5 0 0 
£30 0 O 


SHAFTS. 











Davisox, Witiiam, and Wittram Davison, jus. Darling- | 
ton. ‘Painters Stockton on Tees Pet Aug 14 Ord 


a. ar Larkhall, Bath Bath PetAugié Ord 
extuiePacrr, Epwarp Emasvet, —- rd, Dentist 
Cou 


tt Pet Juse19 Ord Ai 

Packer, Evstace Gises, Bath, 1 ath Pct Aug 
14 Ord Aug 14 

Ganyeer, 4nTHUR, Leicester. Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet Jaly 30 Ord Aug 16 

Gzorcz, wae + Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet Aug 
ll Aug 

GeREcke., WILLiaM, , Some st, Merchant High Court 
Pet July 19 Ord Aug 12 

ay a ae &t — 's Wood, Artist High Court 

‘et July 

Goopricn, James, Walworth an Licensed Victaaller High 
Court Pet July 23 Ord Aug 15 

Gray, Wrii1am Macrxross, Cannon * Sunguey Promoter 
High Court Pet July ry Ord A 

Gatos, Frayx Auviex, Corbyn st, rd, Wardrobe 
Dealer h Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug 15 

Gvy, Lzowazp, Pentonville rd High Court Pet July 1 
Ord Aug 15 

Hattrwett, Joux, Bolton, Builder Bolton Pst July 81 
Ord Aug 15 A 

Hezeert. Joux, ee, Bricklayer Leicester Pet 

Augs Ord Aug 16 , 

Hicks, Atzgrt Cueistorpazr Dawes. Architect 
Hastings Pet Augié O:d Aug 16 

Hester, Wriiam LLER, South 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 16 

Hurcurmsos, Rosert Newrox, Grind Derby. 
Brewer's Sheffield Pet July9 Ord Aug i6 


James, Wiritiam Awsevers, and Rosser T. Kuwicut, 


Pet Aug 13 Ord | 
Jouysos, Hzzszzet Haxpet, Fleetwood, pee, team, Piano | 
reston Pet Augi4 Ord Aug l4 
er Spilsby, Lincs, Tailor Boston Pet Aug u! 
“4 
Jowzs, Saleen Azruve, Beaufort, Brecknock, Newsagent 
Tredegar Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 16 





Shields, Boot Dealer 


Kaveri Guoxox Tuomas, Torquay, Boliciter Exeter Pet | 


duiy 12 Ord Aug 15 
Kircovr, Rovzrt Biack woop, Liverpool, Timber Merchant 
Liverpool Pet July 2 Ova Aug 14 
Lascaster, Witisam Geonrcz, Chemist 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
Nevsanz, Heyer, 
Ord Ang 16 
Newuas, 


—- 
- gy aby! a am 
zssIsctos, VIsCEST _—. verpoot, Jeweler 
Liv Pet July & 
ons TazRastT, 


Pessy, Kintouty, 
"Mans Mewsbury Pet aug 8 Ord Aug 15 


ger 


Raprozp, Cones, © Salford, Toy Dealer Salford Pet 
u“ 


osern, Beckenham, Baker Croydon | 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug l4 
| Borger Hexey. sen, Ropzer Hewny Savmon, jun, 
aod Sraster Eicuazp Baimon, Fencharch . te 
Court Pet July 9 Ord Aug 14 
Laton Pet Augil Ord 


14 

zezet Aueien, Blackpool, Tailor Preston Pet | 

7 Ord Aug 18" 

Notts, Licensed Victualler | 
Aug 15 


Gurru, Cuazies Banvs, 
Nottingham Pe 


Aug 15 


Decorator High Court ' 
Hasdware Merchant | 


1S necks, Butcher's | 


J 


Spainctuorre, ALBERT, Leicester, Greengrocer Leicester 
Pet Augl4 Ord As 14 
KLEY, Eviex, St Leonard’s on Sea Hastings Pet 


8 ro se ellasey V Village, hatin, B 
TRONG, GEORGE atcher 
Birkenhead Pet Aus 14 Ord Aug 14 

ae ~ F- oe Batley, Yorks Dewsbury Pet Aug 16 


ra... Moreton Pinkney, Hesthompimy 
Farmer Banbury Pet July9 Ord Aug 
— Wittiam Sarcent, Coventry , Ord 


Aug 12 
Waker, Francis ——— Buraley, —_ Beer Manu- 
facturer’s Canvasser Burnley Pet Aug 13 Oni 


Aug 13 
Witiiams, Witi1am, Tintern, Mon, Grocer Newport, 
te, Greengrocer 


Mon Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Woopwarp, Jezemian Jonyn, Ramaga' 
Canterbury Pet July 17 “Ord Aug 12 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Sawrzey-Cooxson, Eanest Epwarp, Aldford st, South 
ame 6S High Court Adjud Nov 22, 18% 


Busnrorru, Yorks, Worsted Spinner's 
ud J uly 11,1901 Annul Aug 
14, 1902 


Laon Bi 
TTHEW ed Ader 


Will be Published on Nov. 1st. 


Weekly Reporter 
Digest 


OF ALL THE 


CASES DECIDED IN 
THE SUPREME COURT 
OF JUDICATURE; 


WITH 


| Appeals to the House of Lords 
and Privy Council ; 





FROM THE 24th OF OCTOBER, 1901, 10 


| 


j 


THE 12th OF AUGUST, 1902. 


LONDON: 
27, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 





BUE 


Funp 
YEAR 


Frepsveeis: 


